UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 


FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, 


Plaintiff-Appellant, 


v. 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, 
INTERNATIONAL, a California 
corporation; RELIGIOUS 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER, a 
California corporation. 


Defendants-Appellees, 

_ / 


No. 98-17024 

DC#CV-N-97-00670-ECR(RAM) 
District of Nevada (Reno) 

ARMSTRONG MOTION TO EXTEND 
TIME TO FILE PETITION FOR 
REHEARING OF THIS COURT’S 
DENIAL OF HIS MOTIONS: TO 
STAY PENDING DISPOSITION 
OF CSI-RTC 2/24/99 DISMISS 
MOTION UNDER "FUGITIVE" 
DOCTRINE; MEANWHILE TO 
REMAND THIS CASE TO THE 
TRIAL COURT FOR NEWLY 
DISCOVERED EVIDENCE 

[FRAP 40(a)] 


Pursuant to the provisions of Rule 40(a) of the Federal Rules of Appellate 
Procedure, appellant Armstrong hereby moves the court to extend the time for filing his 
petition for rehearing the above entitled appeal from October 8,1999, to and including 
December 7,1999' 


I. Background, these proceedings 

1. Appellant Armstrong, plaintiff below, on November 24. 1997 filed his 
Complaint for Libel and Defamation, and For other Relief in the United States District 







Court at Reno, Nevada. Defendants Religious Technology (RT) and Church of 
Scientology International filed substantively identical motions to dismiss: for lack of 
personal jurisdiction, DENIED; for improper venue, DENIED; for “fugitive 
disentitlement”, DENIED; for lack of subject matter jurisdiction (after one day 
evidentiary hearing on August 2,1998, second day, August 3, Senior District Judge 
Edward C. Reed, Jr. Orally delivered the evidentiary hearing decision: defendants’ 
motion to dismiss, GRANTED (failure to prove plaintiff’s Nevada domicile with 
resulting lack of diversity. Plaintiff appeals. 

II. “Must reading” for full case understanding 

2. In the interest of full case understanding plaintiff Armstrong has annexed a 
photocopy of the Complaint marked Document 1. annexed and incorporated herein, 
consisting of 21 pages of text plus 16 pages of five attached Exhibits A through E. It 
is designed to show the place of the Church of Scientology International in the life of 
Gerald Armstrong and the events which brought him to the United States court system. 

3. As Document 1 so fully reveals: For some 11 years in the 1970s and into 
1981, plaintiff Armstrong was at the elbow of L. Ron Hubbard (Hubbard) said to be 
the “source and founder” of “Scientology”. Armstrong was at first an absolutely 
devoted and loyal believer in Hubbard and in Scientology. Holding a number of highly 


2 








confidential, and one on one relationships with Hubbard, he was — among a number of 
highly confidential and responsible positions held - picked by Hubbard to be the 
recipient and biographical data holder of tens of thousands of then lifetime papers of 
Hubbard from childhood forward. From this intimate, 24-hour access to Hubbard’s 
sometimes very frank and candid and revealing collections of memorabilia a change 
came. 

4. It was from these close-up, one-of-a-kind observations, fromreadings, and 
from very full access to Hubbard-doings that there was a change: the belief in a good, 
and benevolent, and heroic Hubbard quickly changed for Armstrong to a directly 
opposite opinion to one of a person as shown in Document 1 to be the antithesis of 
those originally held Armstrong concepts. 

5. In such transformed role, Armstrong determined to make the rest of his life 
one dedicated to expose Hubbard and Scientology to the world as evil, cruel, and anti- 
religious. A scam, hokum, a fraud. Not a true “religion”, not a true “church”, but from 
the first Hubbard day to every Miscavige day that has followed, a true money- 
collecting business. 

6. Hidden, unobserved, or not clearly understood was another, massive 
transformation. Just as Hubbard became reclusive — or was “fenced” off from the 
world, or as he was voluntarily or forcibly in the process of disappearing from the 


3 







public view, a man named David Miscavige was rapidly ascending to the position of 
heir apparent to Hubbard. In some said to be mysterious fashion, he succeeded as No. 
1 globally in Scientology, where he is today. Who is Mr. Miscavige? He was an 
original defendant in these proceedings who could not be served behind the walls of his 
Hollywood fortress, and with ever-present guards.. 

7. Even without service of the complaint on Miscavige before the evidentiary 
hearing, a pretty meaningful picture is painted in Document 1 : e.g.,see |8 (page 3) 
through |19, page 6. Those three pages and sixteen paragraphs reveal the always 
ready willingness of Mr. Miscavige if not to gain fame (he is shy about public 
appearances), then to gain a great deal of fortune, never forgetting. . 

8. For an interesting Document 1 comparison, see footnote 1, page 8, for a 
view of an obviously jealous, an envious Miscavige. He is caught there as someone 
dissembling in a petty attempt to minimize Armstrong’s role with Hubbard. 
Miscavige:: “Armstrong is a former SEA ORG clerk ”. The truth is that footnote 1 tells 
us is that the Armstrong positions in the SEA Org actually included these: Ship’s Legal 
Officer : Ship’s Public Relations Officer. Ship’s Intelligence Officer. L. Ron Hubbard’s 
Deputy External Communications Aide. Deputy Commanding Officer of Hubbard’s 
Household Unit, and L. Ron Hubbard Biography Researcher.. Now compare the 
foregoing with the “global Scientology leader” Miscavige. He was caught by, of all 
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people, the Chief of Police, Los Angeles — footnote 4 page 10. — in a nakehdly 
untruthful, “fib”. . This footnote , however, with large Miscavige chutzpah finda 
“spiritual leader of 23 million Scientologists” Miscavige in the same L.A. police chief 
venue calmly declaiming that “(It was) Armstrong was proven a liar.” ! 

9. From the moment this Armstrong anti-Hubbard transformation became 
evident to Scientology adherents, and loyalists in the early 1980s, Geny Armstrong was 
moved to the top target zone of the Scientology hate list. There he has remained to this 
very day nearly two decades later. 

IE. Issues proposed to be raised on appeal. Armstrong legacy 

10. Whether plaintiff Armstrong has been so oppressed by Scientology’s 
relentless 18 or 19 year old incredible cruel, fear inducing, and even death threat 
activities that:: 

(a) he fears coming to Nevada to talk to his own counsel, on a 
bogus claim by CSI-RTC agents of fugitive orders out of Marin County.; 

(b) whether he is justified in his fears. 

(c) whether his flight to sanctuary inCanada the same day he completed 7 or 8 
days in his new Nevada domicile is in law justified, viz, in such p eriod he has not 
abandoned the Nevada domicile, the only one he had and has in the world. 
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(d) whether provable new domicile in Nevada, and his remaining in Canada, 
were justified in the cicumstances and upon the proven history of CSI harm, and 
wrongdoing. 

(e) whether the requested 60 days should be granted so that attorney (in 
Nevada) and client (fearful in Canada), both to the point of being and continuing to be, 
literally catatonic can find a way either to stay in combine to finish their joint mission, 
or whether they should surrender, abandon this appeal, surrender tio Scientology. 

IV. Appeal issue, to continue the attack on CSI and their alter ego 

satellites, to first discourage, then stop their war on U.S. Courts 

11. Whether CSI, RTC, their satellites and friends continue, and should be 
permitted to continue to diddle the U.S. Court system, by undisguised attacks on both 
federal and state court judges and their aides. 

12. Where Judge Reed, in the trial court, and in the face of the bombast 
and deception of CSI excluded virtually all evidence regarding “wrongdoing to U.S. 
courts as justification” for insisting on special “domicile” conditions. 

13. George W. Abbott has been counsel for appellant since November 1997. 
No other attorney is familiar with the facts, issues, and procedural complexities 
involved in the above-entitled cause, and consequently George W. Abbott, said 
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attorney for Gerald Armstrong, appellant herein, has been, and still is, unable to 
delegate and assign to any other attorney the task of preparing the petition for 
rehearing. 

14. Plaintiff does not perceive that any prejudice to the defendants would result 
upon granting the requested extension of time. 

Wherefore, Gerald Armstrong, appellant herein, respectfully requests that this 
motion be granted and that the time for filing the petition for rehearing be extended to 
and including December 7,1999. 

Dated October 7, 1999. 


A~,. (./ Glut 

George W. Abbott 
Nevada Bar No. 2178 
(2245-B Meridian Boulevard) 

P. O. Box 98 
Minden, Nevada 89423 
(775) 782-2302 
(775) 782-8362 (FAX) 
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Certificate of Service 


Pursuant to NRAP 25,1 certify that I am an employee of George W. Abbott, and 

that on October 7,1999,1 deposited for mailing at Minden, Nevada, a true copy of the 

within Armstrong Motion to Extend Time to File Petition for Rehearing of this Court’s 

Denial of His Motions to Stay Pending Disposition of CSI-RTC 2/24/99 Dismiss 

Motion Under “Fugitive” Doctrine; Meanwhile to Remand this Case to the Trial Court 

for Newly Discovered Evidence, addressed 

N. Patrick Flanagan, Esq. 

Hale Lane Peek Dennison Howard 
And Anderson 
P. 0. Box 3237 
Reno, Nevada 89505 
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